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"Instead of emphasizing the definite, concrete task that confronts the working class, viz., to comp&l the Duma to throw out the Bill (on the press), a diffuse formula is proposed of fighting /oj> the 'uncurtailed slogans,' and at the same ttme the illegal press is widely advertised, which can only, lead to the relaxation of the workers9 struggle for their legal pres s."
This is a clear, precise, documentary defence of the Liquid&torist policy and a criticism of the Pravda-foi policy. Well, will any literate person say that both trends employ "the same methods of fighting and 'building" on this question? Will any literate person say that the Liquidators sue not pursuing a #&eraZ-laiour policy on this question, that the Liberal danger in the working^classi movement is purely imaginary?
Trotsky avoids facts and concrete references precisely because they relentlessly refute all his1 angry outcries and pompous iphrases. It is very easy, of course, to adopt a pose and say: "a crude, sectarian travesty." Noir is it difficult to add a still more stinging and pompous catch phrase, such as "emancipation from conservative factionalism."
But isn't this very cheap? Is not this weapon borrowed from the arsenal of the period when Trots'ky .posed in all his brilliance before audiences of high^-school boys?
Nevertheless, the "advanced workers," with whom Trotsky Is so angry, would like to be told plainly and clearly: Do you approve of the "method of fighting and building" that is definitely expressed in the above-quoted appraisal of a definite political campaign? Yes or no? If you do, then you are pursuing a. liberal-labour policy, betraying Marxism and the Party; and to talk of "peace" or of "unity" with such a policy, with groups which pursue such a policy, means deceiving yourself and others.
If not, then say so plainly. Phrases will not astonish, will not satisfy and mil not intimidate the present-day workers.
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